
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
(Case No. 04-913-A) 



PATENT 



In re Application of: 



Sang-Ho Park et al. 



Group Art Unit: 2663 



Serial No.: 



09/843,355 



Examiner: Raju Lyer 



Filed: 



April 26, 2001 



For: Apparatus and Method for Allocating A 
Channel Between MSG and IWF Unit 
In GDMA Mobile Gommunication System 



TRANSMITTAL LEHER 



Gommissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria. Virginia 22313-1450 
Dear Sir: 

In regard to the above identified application, 

1 . We are transmitting herewith the attached: 

a) Comments on Statements of Reasons for Allowance 

b) Return Receipt Postcard 

2. With respect to fees: 

a) No fee is required. 

b) Please charge any underpayment or credit any overpayment to our Deposit Account, 
No. 13-2490. A duplicate copy of this sheet is enclosed. 

3. GERTIFIGATE OF MAILING UNDER 37 CFR § 1.8: The undersigned hereby certifies that this 
Transmittal Letter and the papers, as described in paragraph 1, are being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope 
addressed to: Gommissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria Virginia 22313-1450 on 
February 16, 2005. 




Respectfully submitted, 



McDonnell Boehnen Hulbert & Berghoff LLP 

300 South Wacker Drive, 32nd Floor 
Chicago, IL 60606 
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MOBILE COMMUNICATION 
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Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 



COMMENTS ON STATEMENTS OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 



In the Office Action mailed on November 1, 2004, the Examiner included 



a Statement of Reasons for Allowance on page 4 of the action. The Applicants express 
appreciation for indicating the allowability of the present application. 

The Applicants note the Examiner's reasons for allowance, but further comment 
that the art of record, alone and in combination, fails to show, teach or suggest the 
entirety of each combination of steps and/or structure recited by each of the allowed 
claims of the present invention. 



Dear Sir: 



The Applicants respectfully submit that the reasons for allowance are only 
warranted in instances in which the record of the prosecution as a whole does not make 
clear his or her reasons for allowing a claim or claims. In the present case, however, the 
Applicants believe that the specification and claims of record do make the reasons for 
allowance clear. 

Further, Applicants respectfully note that this statement is a paraphrase that 
includes elements of the allowed claims of the application. Therefore, these reasons for 
allowance are not limiting with respect to each and every allowed claim of the 
application. In this regard, Applicants respectfully submit that each claim of the 
application should be construed in view of the elements claimed and not limited in scope 
to the specific elements referenced in the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance. Therefore, the Applicants submit that the statement by the Examiner is 
unwarranted and request the Examiner to withdraw the reasons for allowance from the 
present case. 



Respectfully Submitted, 



February 16, 2005 




McDonnell Boehnen Hulbert & Berghoff LLP 



300 South Wacker Drive 



Chicago, Illinois, 60606 
Telephone: (312)913-0001 
Facsimile: (312)913-0002 



